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Although the wording of the two
labels varies slightly, the variation is not
substantive. The agency therefore has no
objection if exempted manufacturers
wish to exhaust their present supply of
labels with the old wording.

The notice also revises the authority
citation for Part 555 to reflect the
recodification in Title 49 of the United
States Code of the statutory provisions
previously in Title 15.

Effective Date
Because the amendment is technical

in nature and has no substantive impact,
it is hereby found that notice and
comment thereon are unnecessary.
Further, because the amendment is
technical in nature and has no
substantive impact, it is hereby found
for good cause shown that an effective
date earlier than 180 days after issuance
of the rule is in the public interest, and
the amendment is effective February 6,
1995. As the amendment makes no
substantive change, it does not affect
any of the impacts previously
considered in the promulgation of part
555.

Rulemaking Analyses
Executive Order 12866 and DOT

Regulatory Policies and Procedures.
This rulemaking action has not been
considered under Executive Order
12866. However, it has been determined
to be not significant under the
Department of Transportation’s
regulatory policies and procedures. The
agency has determined that the
economic effects of the amendment are
so minimal that a full regulatory
evaluation is not required.
Manufacturers subject to the final rule
are not affected by the technical
correction.

Regulatory Flexibility Act. The agency
has also considered the effects of this
rulemaking action in relation to the
Regulatory Flexibility Act. I certify that
this rulemaking action will not have a
significant economic effect upon a
substantial number of small entities.
Although manufacturers who receive
temporary exemptions are generally
small businesses within the meaning of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act, the
agency estimates that there will be no
cost to conform to the final rule.
Further, small organizations and
governmental jurisdictions will not be
significantly affected as the price of new
exempted motor vehicles will not be
impacted. Accordingly, no Regulatory
Flexibility Analysis has been prepared.

Executive Order 12612 (Federalism).
This rulemaking action has been
analyzed in accordance with the
principles and criteria contained in

Executive Order 12612 on
‘‘Federalism.’’ It has been determined
that the rule does not have sufficient
federalism implications to warrant the
preparation of a Federalism Assessment.

National Environmental Policy Act.
NHTSA has analyzed this rulemaking
action for purposes of the National
Environmental Policy Act. The rule will
not have a significant effect upon the
environment. Manufacturers subject to
this regulation must already provide a
certification label for their vehicles. The
rule will not have an effect upon fuel
consumption.

Civil Justice. This rule does not have
any retroactive effect. Under 49 U.S.C.
30103, whenever a Federal motor
vehicle safety standard is in effect, a
state may not adopt or maintain a safety
standard applicable to the same aspect
of performance which is not identical to
the Federal standard. Section 30161 of
Title 49 sets forth a procedure for
judicial review of final rules
establishing, amending or revoking
Federal motor vehicle safety standards.
That section does not require
submission of a petition for
reconsideration or other administrative
proceedings before parties may file suit
in court.

List of Subjects in 49 CFR Part 555

Imports, Motor vehicle safety, Motor
vehicles.

PART 555—TEMPORARY
EXEMPTIONS FROM MOTOR VEHICLE
SAFETY STANDARDS

In consideration of the foregoing, 49
CFR part 555 is amended as follows:

1. The authority citation for part 555
is revised to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 30113; delegation of
authority at 49 CFR 1.50.

2. Section 555.9 is amended by
revising paragraph (c)(1) to read as
follows:

§ 555.9 Temporary exemption labels.

* * * * *
(c) * * *
(1) The statement required by

§ 567.4(g)(5) of this chapter shall end
with the phrase ‘‘except for Standards
Nos. [listing the standards by number
and title for which an exemption has
been granted] exempted pursuant to
NHTSA Exemption No.
llllllll.’’
* * * * *

Issued on December 28, 1994.
Ricardo Martinez,
Administrator.
[FR Doc. 95–100 Filed 1–4–95; 8:45 am]
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Lamps, Reflective Devices, and
Associated Equipment

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This notice amends the trailer
conspicuity requirements of Motor
Vehicle Safety Standard No. 108 to
provide clarifications of the existing
rule with respect to tank trailers and to
the width of retroreflective conspicuity
sheeting.
DATES: The final rule is effective
February 6, 1995.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patrick Boyd, Office of Vehicle Safety
Standards, NHTSA (202–366–6346).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Motor
Vehicle Safety Standard No. 108 Lamps,
Reflective Devices and Associated
Equipment was amended on December
10, 1992, to add S5.7 Conspicuity
Systems, and associated Figure 30,
requirements establishing a visibility
enhancement scheme for large trailers
(57 FR 58406). In response to petitions
for reconsideration, S5.7 was amended
on October 6, 1993 (58 FR 52021).

The requirements, which became
effective December 1, 1993, have been
the subject of a number of questions
which the agency has answered through
interpretation letters. After due
consideration, NHTSA has decided that
incorporating these interpretations into
the standard by making minor changes
in the regulatory text and Figure 30
would better serve the needs of trailer
manufacturers and users. These changes
are not intended to create additional
burdens on any person, and should not
be interpreted as requiring a change in
practice by any manufacturer who has
been certifying conformance to S5.7 and
Figure 30 of Standard No. 108 on the
basis of Standard No. 108 as it existed
before the effective date of these
amendments.

Upper Rear Treatment of Tank Trailers

The notice proposing conspicuity
treatment for trailers (December 4, 1991,
56 FR 63474) contained an alternative
that dealt specifically with trailers such
as tank trailers whose rear configuration
was other than rectangular. On such
trailers, under proposed S5.7.1.4.1(d),
the conspicuity treatment would ‘‘be
applied to follow the contours of the
rear in the uppermost and outermost
areas of the rear of the trailer body on


